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Figure 1. Percent of Inpatient Discharges with Injury Diagnoses
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Figure 2: Percent of Inpatient Injury Discharges with an Injury E Code
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Figure 3a: Percent of Inpatient Injury Discharges with an Injury
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Figure 3b: Percent of Inpatient Injury Discharges with an Injury
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Figure 3c: Percent of Inpatient Injury Discharges with an Injury
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Figure 3d: Percent of Inpatient Injury Discharges with an Injury
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Figure 5: Inpatient Injury Discharges Classified by

Intent
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Figure 6: Unintentional Inpatient Injury Discharges

Classified by Mechanism
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Figure 7: Intentional Inpatient Injury Discharges
Classified by Mechanism
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Figure 8: Maximum Number of Diagnoses Coded
versus Percent E Code Completeness for Inpatient

Records
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Figure 9a: States with and without Mandates/Regulations for the
Submission of E Codes on Injury Records,
HCUP State Inpatient Databases

10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80%
Percent of Inpatient Injury Discharges with an Injury E Code

90%

100%

-States with mandates -States without mandates |:| Information not available




Figure 9b: States with a Mechanism to Enforce Mandates/Regulations for the
Submission of E Codes on Injury Records,
HCUP State Inpatient Databases
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Figure 10: States without Mandates/Regulations for the Submission of E Codes on Injury
Records that Encourage E Code Submission,
HCUP State Inpatient Databases
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Figure 11: States that do and do not Edit Check or Verify E Codes,
HCUP State Inpatient Databases

0%

10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70%
Percent of Inpatient Injury Discharges with an E Code

80%

90%

100%

I it Check B oot Check [ JNotAvailabie




States

CT

MD

ME

MN

MO

NE

SC

TN

uT

Figure 12: Percent of Emergency Department Records with Injury Diagnoses
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Figure 13: Percent of Emergency Department Injury Records with an Injury E
Code
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Figure 14a: Percent of Emergency Department Injury Discharges
with an Injury E Code by Body Region using a Modified Barell
Matrix, Connecticut SEDD
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Figure 14b: Percent of Emergency Department Injury Discharges
with an Injury E Code by Body Region using a Modified Barell
Matrix, Minnesota SEDD
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Figure 16: Emergency Department Injuries
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Figure 17: Unintentional Injury Emergency Department Records Classified by Mechanism
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Figure 18: Intentional Injury Emergency Department Records Classified by

NHAMCS
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Figure 19: Maximum Number of Diagnoses Coded versus
Percent E Code Completeness For Emergency Department

Records
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Figure 20a: States with and without Mandates/Regulations for the Submission of E
Codes on Injury Records,
HCUP State Emergency Department Databases
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Figure 20b: States with a Mechanism to Enforce Mandates/Regulations for the
Submission of E Codes on Injury Records,
HCUP State Emergency Department Databases
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Figure 21: States that do and do not Edit Check or
Verify E Codes For Injury Records,
HCUP State Emergency Department Databases
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Figure 22: Percent of Ambulatory Surgery Records with Injury Diagnoses, Hospital-
Based Facilities
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Figure 23a: Percent of Ambulatory Surgery Injury Records
with an Injury E Code
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Figure 23b: Percent of Ambulatory Surgery Injury Records with an Injury E Code
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Figure 24a: Percent of Ambulatory Surgery Injury Discharges with an
Injury E Code by Body Region using a Modified Barell Matrix, Colorado
SASD, Hospital-Based Facilities
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Figure 24b: Percent of Ambulatory Surgery Injury Discharges with an
Injury E Code by Body Region using a Modified Barell Matrix, Maryland
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Figure 27: Hospital-Based Ambulatory Surgery Injuries
Classified by Intent
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Figure 28: Hospital-based Ambulatory Surgery Unintentional Injury Records Classified by

Mechanism
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Figure 29: Hospital-based Ambulatory Surgery Intentional Injury Records Classified by

Mechanism
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Figure 30: Maximum Number of Diagnoses Coded versus
Percent E Code Completeness for Hospital-Based
Ambulatory Surgery Records
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Figure 31: States with and without Mandates/Regulations for the Submission
of E Codes on Injury Records,
HCUP State Ambulatory Surgery Databases
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Figure 32: States that do and do not Edit Check or Verify E Codes for Injury Records,
HCUP State Ambulatory Surgery Databases
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Figure 33: Percent of Inpatient Discharges with
Medical Misadventure/Adverse Reaction Diagnoses
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Figure 34: Percent of Emergency Department Records with
Medical Misadventure/Adverse Reaction Diagnoses
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Figure 35: Percent of Hospital-based Ambulatory Surgery Records with
Medical Misadventure/Adverse Reaction Diagnoses
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Figure 36: Percent of SID, SEDD, and Hospital-based SASD Records with
Medical Misadventure/Adverse Reaction Principal Diagnosis
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Figure 37: Percent of Inpatient Injury and Medical Misadventure/Adverse Reaction
Injury Discharges with an E code
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Figure 38: Percent of Emergency Department Injury and Medical
Misadventure/Adverse Reaction Records with an E code
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Figure 39: Percent of Hospital-Based Ambulatory Surgery Injury and Medical
Misadventure/Adverse Reaction Records with an E code
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Figure 40: Percent of SID, SEDD, and Hospital-based SASD
Medical Misadventure/Adverse Reaction Records with an E code
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Figure 41: Percent of SID, SEDD, and Hospital-based SASD
Injury Records Classified as Adverse Effects of Medical Treatment using the Mechanism
by Intent Matrix
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Figure 42: States with Mandates for the Collection of E Codes on Medical
Misadventure/Adverse Reaction Records,
HCUP State Inpatient Databases
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Figure 43: States that Edit Check or Verify E Codes on
Medical Misadventure/Adverse Reaction Records,
HCUP State Inpatient Databases
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